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tw wpt v* tww ^ss tfun rt mtO f hnril fbum wwn pkrow < tot n* 

tti m ni 

hpnh pastai b Ptw to Mi Part to onto ttol It way to AM m m upwli 

i iMi^tlithlll 


firfw. nm» wH br»f wwtw 
(Nroft ftnro) 

wftntror 

’T i fawft, 17 >Tt 4 , 1082 

vi• «rt» 139 (*).—htt Pitot ’TOT fat’Tfafar 

wrtrw n f nnm v <ff wwrft % ftrrr TOifro fTrer toit 1 :— 

nrev 

$ftr tiw cr, (fa*t W trro "Proffro tpro^f” 
tapr tot $) Prpre tiw i 308 -v 1 % (»ro^r«) PttFto 
ire Porifmr imtf f, Porter ttto tot totohw (*Nf 
#V) RTT 1977 Portapf tf® 3 (THT) >f frrdv 

vwflw, 1080 % fWi afrr. wi^vi ikt tjto alpw vt fror >tot 
or i m Prefro wtr srftiPTfare atfaf’re’r, 1 as 1 (Prfc 
"tot wfaPm” f^r tot 1 ) wtr 123 % bw ( 4 ) Jf 
PrPfPre toe wretv % tot Profit nwrif ircr fro wtf' * 

W«TTT TT IJTO atfH’i ftTOT ’TOT OT ; 

Preffro trreff % tovto totototo % tov vftv vito T?f 

aft ifrK TO TOTOITTO if TOT TOTO 1 TO i OTOW ^ TO#* Vf 30 

v#*, i960 «f fiv fror ; 

aTT ii TOTOTO TOTOTOTO Sf »M ffv TfTTO T?f TrrffTr 21 TJVtf, 

1930 vt Tf vt Ptot wVt ftreffan wmfi jttt vtto *ff ’if 

vftw ffrOv 28 TOTOT, 1980 ¥t VfPW TT ft ; 

1451 GI/81 


ttNto, (Tijn: Pwro Tnrr ^ v«i41 vi kiw tot 

wruPwa vr anr 8 «(i) ^ 27 *rf, laai v?f 

vt vt ; 

ftl % TO 1 HftatTW um 8TT ^SV TOHTO ( 3 ) VT 
th^ 5 ^ to tot tt fTr vtt PtoPto trnnff vV tot 
ttFttPpw ^Pr arm sv vl totto (1) ♦ ntfTO Prel^ftr vr rtro 
ttto tPt TfT ft, fp fTOdt *rofw ^ Pvr ffror to’, PtoTto 
TTroPl T?f tto atfl I ; 

Prem ttroW ^ trrfr ^ tto (toto fV t far 

Preffro *,TOTff T?r ft wf ifr wTftr % Pro; pnflpr vTfiror vrer. 

1 ft af ft to TTOfir ’TOWr 21 T^if' i#fo^ 

TOTTO TOWTTO % WT ^ TTT^* if Tit 'TTtJ I TO Ml it 
vrttv if am se % tnfTO tot tototto vf «rrtrr mrnfr fur 
; 

«re; t ffPnT #fre tffr, ntro vr Troprftt tot TTftfPw it 
am sv vt win (3) ^ TOfff Raw nfiroff vt sn/TO vrif 
5 ^ inf fTprero ttot p Protfro tnwff it 21 ^of, i 9 »s 
rT nPf tropr % f*ro firc% t^Ptot toj i 

TTOj^rfa m*. itm tWVf Vro,.. 

TfPTFTftl UTOTT VI 

12 *fT+, 1982 
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HTTOTO «TWPl * Eft* 

ft tot $rorft, ijitjTO farjFT win swot, fa$R ft 

f»n<wr TO TOftr Jr i98i tot finr^wr wnwr w« 4 

FTO 

Tg ftTO TfafTOffTOT WfM^WinT, 1051 ft TORT 8TO(l) TO WOT 
iter HRT 8TO( 3) % Pftw TF^ffa BKT TOwT ftT RC fftir 

| faraTO faftrow Fiftr TO ft tot wfaTO ft ^ fTO w fftR 

ftTOK nft % KJTTJit WFOT ft TOT gwftf ft WTOTT pfafftW 
ft artr 123 ( 4 ) % pftw ptr stotott totTO % tort fatlfto tot 
farr wot ftr wfa ?TO ft forfar wwfir % faro far%r farr fot 1 

qFTT WOT WTTPW (Rf^fr «fa) if 1077 ft faTOfft pft 

no 3 (fr) Sr ftTO totTOto 4 <ftw, i 9 so TOfftw ftr wTOn 
sera ft ftrr tot rjrrft TOfargR tottot wwr TOfaro; 308 -totTO 
(wodito) (r»rr fafafaw trfa TO ft/sjw, 1977 TO JT faftrw 4ft 
4 JR ftfan WTrktiTT 1 wot Rwr tot fftft nr fTO 5 ft tfRTTrr 
y p H T TO tfro ftr ftf tot suin' ftr farnOT totTO ftro srfafafsrOT 
nfsrfwr, 1951 >51 srrrr 123(4) % urefa wr ffttw fTnr 
| faOTTO wwTO wfaFft rorwrf ft tot rott tot % ftwr-ftT ft 
ftfTO if prTO TTW fWOTT TOFT far gF TO I ftFI Tt FTTFT TOft 
totTO fam TOter tot wot ototiwt TO faTOr if wwTOror from ttt ^ 
wnror OTifawTro w tot wtor !) — 

“rotTO fwK twt fTOftftr $W Jr toTOw umf % *w TO 
fan Rfart ft tort from wr % Tg ®rf«w ww TO jrrTOsrrfa- 
TOrfftT ir ir otp ?r 1 «fr tot to vrar^T-fk Froftr % 
ftTiw TOf wft tt ftr wwTO 20 tow % 30 ^nx 

TOSRfw TO^Pwtsrf TOt firro f4wft< wot ^r- 

aprfrofr »fr fR? fwro T % ir sn f^n *k ^frfr *tow f 

wkr tot ^r wto Trakra 'rm top nf^rw tottw to to 

n 

toTOW if- ^frorr fkit 1 ’-ft trw TOWtotot % to’TOTOi; 
to TOrr’TOft ftw?rtrr & 1 " 

'ft sfroft ^ w’>tor TOnrrror % tow tttt ftftw totot to 

WfT TOTTOWW Jr wnjr fJJTTOTOT ft TOftn 41 TOTOW ftt TOft(J 
3Q->4-80 ftt T ftp fu'-tl t f^TO, W'TOTW TOtTOTOT ft TO ft81 

3f-7-ipso ftt tort ftkr wPrro ftk wnft tor 

srpi. ?kr ft tot tow ft ftfR TOftwrftf ft ftrfftw jrfw- 

1j;fw TOR TtTO TO TOOT TO TOftnr 28-1 1-1980 4ft TOffa ftwTTfftft 

wft t 

4 f , 

fftifit fOTift tout ft totot ft 'ft |kr iror Tjroft to totott 
wfftft 27 -s- 19 rii ft ftro ftF’rrftftTTO ft&fftror, 1951 ft wn 
sft(F) ft ftjwft iftRftfft ftf ir tor fftOrfOTW TOft ft fair 
iNt fft tott ft rfTOftt ft fro%r tot fOTT anrf ftr wfft ft 
fftFft iwfw ft fft fftftft fftlT TOT 17 I TT^rftT ft TOR nfftTOR 
ft TOTT swr(3) TO TOjftOT ft Rffty 6-0-1081 ft W TOTOTT 
TOTftiT TOT TOftft TTW ft fw fftfftrro ftwr ft I 

^ t ' r r 

Jv-wftft ^ R^Tfft ft SOT* TR ftft ft ft ,ft 

wpift ft # ^ft WigF ^if^rtfWr i 

' p 

TOTfW 19-9-1981 ft ft ^ftft ft TOTTORW % TTTOT 

ftn% ft^r ft tow tort fr^; ft Tftw ftn ft fV to^t 2 n 

TOIftftr ft TO fftoft ft TOTTO3 TOT fTOTTft ft TTTO ^TOTft 
ftro JrfftWftTTO ftftftTOT, 1951 ft TORT 123(4) % TOtftw VPS 
viTOOT TOT fttft 'TTTOT W ^ I fTOlg ftft wg TOFT fftTTTOT f* 
jroftrrow torrt tottowto ot fftroft ft ftro wft tot wtot 
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4ftfro ft yrorft m toiw ft sftro ft left % fftr ftft® 

Jffftjfft ft TTOTO TORT W TOft ft TOTOT TOTftTO TOT fftTT TOTOT 
ft ^TOlft ftfftTT TOT ftf WFSTO W ftft % TOTOT 3TO TTOTOT TOUT 
TOtrft ftr fftr TOftn TOW ft TOTOTTOT TOlft TOT WTOF I WTlft TOTfTOWTTOr 
fTO ftr?TT «mr tot ^rr tVnmr tot fTO wf? ■wtoft wwmtr tjrt- 
% trrTOTT or Trfrro tot ftfwrroT TOWf ft w 'tottowto tot fftftr 
WRT i ^rroft wftw ^ Twftr ft wnft ftftr totw ft f^o 

w^ro rwttw ft toFttw nftwft ft * fftrorf ft ftr fwTTO tot 
ETOFT TOTftftTT fTOWT fTO ftrfftT TOtTST ft W ft sM TOOT TOT 
srfvftw tot fwm tott tot ftr to wwft tor ft to>j nrirow fTOror w 
tot fTO TO^ ft groift ft kror tot wwt TOTTOrorte Ftotot wtot, 
wnft to? TOftw ft ft fTO «rm 123 ( 4 ) ft wftw w tottoot 
cW tototot | toto ftwaft ft wrrwnrr wfRr wr wttot ft tttoj to 
fTOft i^ftr WR TOT TOTOTO fTOTOT TOTOT ¥,\ fTOTOft TOR ft TOTOTO TOTTOTOW 

srofaro TOT tow tot farororn ft Fto to? w froRt «rr tot wroft 

nft ftft 4TO wft fRTOTTO wft TOT I WTOft TOftTO ft ftp TC TOTTOOT 

ft ft TOTTORTO WW WOT WITOIWTO ft fTORTOl TO ft if TOT Oi ft fftFT 

TOtiTOw w^T faro toto ft 1 wroft to? ftTOftro kr TOT fft ftOT tot 

WTTOTTO TORTO TOI% ftTWT ft f4W TOO TOTOTO TOWTTO ftfTlft ft'nrft- 
TOFot: TOTTOT ft TOTOTO ft ft ftr WTO ftfWT TO ftft TOtf TOTTO TO^r 
ft fTOnft TOTOtTOTO TOfmre'r TORftf ftSTfiRTOTO TOFTT TOT TOTTOOT TO 
TOTTO ft ftft fft>pf fwTOTft TOT Tift ftfTT WOT WTTOFTTO TO fTOPTTOT 
TOT I 

ft WTOTO TOTOTTO fTO? ft TOg TOftTO ft ft»r ft fTO TOW nff ^TOTft 
ft MwTftTO iTOTOfTOTO TOfT TOT TW WTOft TOPJ TOTOTOTO 2 fa TOft ft 

ft ftr fTOroWro w*ft tot tot? wtotot tobht tr^wTO tot i wroft TOftw 
ft fTO ft 'JTOlft TOT TOTOTOT* TOWTOT faTftT WiBT TTOT ft ftr wnft 
to^ fTOTOkro onftrr tojtoto ft toHt tot i wroft to? ft towtot fTO 

WftTO ftr-*p, 198(0 ft gm fTOfJTT fTOTOFT TTTOT TOT fTOWT TOTTOTOT 
fwTOfrow wft fwftrow stw ft wft ftwrft TO faros w?t tot ftrown 
fftrofar? ft WftTOt FFTTOTO 830 lift ft TTRTO ^ ft I Wnft 
EnjTft fTOTOT fTO 3i0 i ft lk Tofl ft ft' ft ^TOlft ft fTOftT 
TOTJ ft ftlft JTO TOTTOTTO TOTTOft ft WTOTOTT TOft ftr wft TO’fsrTOT'T 

WTOtj to fwrr fa-rfft wft to§ fTO wn% TOnrft ft wiftt 

21 'tj'lli, 1980 ft TOftf WTO wftw ft fwTOft WOTTOTO WWTWTO ft 
TO9TO I WTTO TOTT%TOT TOTOlfa fTOTOT TOT, TO^ft ft ^oft TOT TOTOT SWftT 

^rfTOTO fTOT^OT ft WOT TO fiOT ft TOfttOT totojtt TOR I 

ftft ft WTO? TFTOT ft TOft'i! TT TTOTTOTftjftj, faroiT TOT% 
WTOft TOFWfa TOR TOT $ I TOST WTO TTOTfa TOr TOTW ft SOT OTOTT- 
TOTO TO fOTTOTO TOfftTO ft ftr TOT FT fTOTOftf TO TFOT ft TOlf fftfa 
nft t tttocTT i fTO^ ft fftrorof TO totti ft ft wtot towr frn? 8Rr 
ft uTO TOftft TO totJ; ft tot nft to5T?t tot wtowt (TO ft wftft tootFt 
ft wroroft t ot TO fwiT fafftc srftr ft arTTOT^ftr TTfOTw ft i wfaW 

ft TOTOft '10 FT TOSTf TT ftff ft far TO1T ft ^TOOTT ft WOT 
OTOTiftf TO frnftftf ( % wjthr tt; fwftft fTOro toot i ftk 
ft, fTOfift TOTfft TO fTn 7 farfft fspror toot i ft ftft hutt uto 
wtr ft faro*of to ft 5‘ffaf TO fairs wifftr faw ft totTOwotot 

ft roftOTT TT ,fftk toTOto * ftOT q-f; TOOTRT 4rft TOtTO TtOTTO 
TO WW irTTfTOTOWTO TOUT TO, TOT WTR W^TT fftTT TOTT ftj 'TFT ft w' 

ftfai ftrwr ft to ft Stow totot Tfftft TO ftr Trot TO ror TO 
TrfaTOfwTO'ftftOT TO ftOT if ft ftr OTfftft ftrsr tt toiotot 
TO TOtot TO TOtW t^to ft trf’ 8 TOftr ft ft ts ^ Fto wftr xi aki TO 
trrTO trwr ftTOTO totoft ft ft wfftr ttoft TO ftto fftT tt i TOTO 
faTOR TO ftTWT TO faft ft TOftT i>TO ft tt toTOtottotto wft TO 
fft§ tootTsto TftFTTjftr Tost toftt TOifftTr i 

TOOT OTOTOTOT TO ft ijrorft ft ftTO fftroft TO ft potot 
TOT ftft TOTTOTT | TOk WnTO fa TO FTfaw fTOTT ftT ft tflft fg 
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sr^rA spf |, t nftpr Jr#f to *3 % fa 3 % f*n%r 
, vtfan tot wr fw faxfrrr vr warier wwr-| ffTOwrr 
i (nr »4 t ^wir wV fanffa tmjwH; rrsnfrr^T *r to£t sFjspnjfaffr 
sfa ir sf) tw uto faff wt rfr#f vr *w% jn wV * 
rrfa urnm xto ^rr-ft wr,?q i wt faro w factTO toh: Jr to 
mrfa ff furor roff prom Tr fa°rr wureR ?wr ’-it, 

2i apsfi^, i9so Jr M W'l t> sei u % iTq farted °t, fa Jr^ro 
% rj^swt Tt 'jfa wneifr i 

ssrjTO if to Rfafat’dsff w.ffiT-R tir trr^i sth oj % wtffa 
■am tot 'Pi w-rrr r r t h;t‘t p r * ( - - 

>rf fTtrif, inTo vi5yo wary 7 ;,'*Tia7rFpr o-sy t'T'TfwFTwnrfr; 

26faTOA 198 1 

[trpo 71 33)/81-fa® II)] 

ija ^fi’nrnwi, tow 


MINISTRY OF LAW, JUSTICE AND COMPANY AFFAIRS 
(Legislative Department) 

NOTIFICATION 
New Delhi, the 17th. March, 1987 

S.O. 139(E).—The following Oilier made by the President 
is published for general information :— 

ORDER 

Whereas the election of Shii IFra Ram Toofani (herein¬ 
after referred to as the “returned candidate’’), ft retu ned 
candidate from 308-Kanhe (SC) Assembly Constituency in the 
State of Bihar, was declared void by the Patna High Court 
(Ranchi Bench) bv its judgement and Older dated the 4th 
April, 1980. in Election Petition No. 3 cf 1977 (R) on the 
g fcilitid of commission by the returned candidate of the 
corrupt practice specified in calusc (4) of section 123 of the 
Representation of the People Act, 1951 (hereinafter referred 
to as “the said Act”) ; 

•<4 

And whereas an appeal was filed by the returned candidate 
before the Supreme Court and that Court stayed the opera¬ 
tion of the High Court’s order on the 30th April. 1980 ; 

And whereas the Supreme Court subsequently vacated its 
stay order on the 21st July, 1980, and dismissed the appeal 
filed by the returned candidate on the 28th November, 1980 ; 

And whereas the case of the returned candidate was sub¬ 
mitted by the Secretary, Buhir Legislative Assembly to the 
President on the 27th May, 1981, in terms of Section 8A(1) 
of the said Act ; 

And whereas the President has sought the opinion of the 
Election Commission in pmmiance of sub-section (3) of 
section 8A of the said Act on the question whether the 
returned candidate should be disqualified under sub-section 
(1) of that section of the said Act and. if so, for what 
neriod ; 


ANNEXURR 

ELECTION COMMISSION 
OF INDIA 

BEFORE THE ELECTION COMMISSION OE INDIA 


In re : RefeiBnce Case No. 4 of 1981—disqualification of 
Shn Hira Ram Toofani, Ex-M.L.A,, Bihai 

OPINION 

This is a Reference from the President under section 8A(3) 
lead with scct'on 8V1) of the Rcpicsentation of Lire People 
u J‘ J 'L ■ '- n ® ,hc fa 1 '"' 0 ’ 1 «f the Election Commission 

whethci Shri llua Ram Toofani, a former member of the 
Bihai Legislative Assembly, should he disqualified for the 
comnrssion of the corrupt piacticc under section 123(4) of 
the said Act and, it so, for what period. 


he Patna High Court (Ranchi Bench), by its judgment 
and rn-de i dated the 4th Apiil, 1980 in election petition No. 3 
or 977 (It), declared the election of Shri Him Ram Toofani 
to Bihar legislative Assembly from 308-Kanhc (SC) Assem¬ 
bly Constituency held in May/Tune 1977 void. The Hi R h 
Court found that Shri Hira Ram Toofani had committed a 
c ° r ™ pt TOrt'se under section 12314) of the Representation 
of the PeopI c Act, 1951 by publishing and dislributing a 
pamphlet containing false statement of facts amounting to 
character assassination of _ the rival candidate Shri Ram 
Rattan Ram. The objectiorwble portion of the offending 
poster leterred in the high Court judgment runs as follows:_ 

‘The person who has been set up as a Congress candidate 
rrom Ranke Legislative Assembly Constituency is 
one of the old authorities of the Math. Shri Ram 
Kaitrin w-as li Minister for Jail during the emergency 
period and within 20 months, he pushed 10 thou- 
sand political wo Lct<j inside the jails of Bih.u in- 
hutmnlv luce sheep .md goals without any reason 
and got the ration of the prisoners curtailed and 
got his single storeyed building convened into a 
double storeyed building overnight. Theic is a 

Ram’’ ° ,y ° f to,r " p(: ° n of sh ''> R ‘ ,m Rattan 


n J h V, |°2f un ‘ an appeal before the Supreme Court 
and that Court stayed the operation of the High Court’s 
ordei on 30-4-1980. Howevei, the Sup feme Court vacated 

ltS n ° n j by ‘l 980 and ; >ls»o dismissed the appeal 

on 28 11-1980 on the failure of the appellant to deposit the 
requirntc security amount within the time allowed for the 
pui'pose. 


p,,\ i a » ,„c. a r C,AU ' ot ,he Representation of tlm 
^ a C K 1 ?« i he case of shri Hira Ram Toofani was 
submi.ted by the Secietary, Bihar Legislative Assembly to 
the President on 27-5-1981 for determination of the question 
as to whether Shri Toofani should be disqualified and if so 
RAnwff ta en0d J The President, m pursuance ot section 
fo m ¥ the smd Act has ifcferrcd the matter on 6-C-1981 
to the Commission for its opinion. 

Before tendering its opinion to the President, the Com- 
faard in ‘Scatter? ° PPOrtUnity 10 Shri T °°fe™ ot being 


And whereas the Flection Commission hai; given its 
opinion (vide Annexure) that the leturncd candidate should 
be disaualificd for a period of two years to be rccVoncd 
f-lom the 21st July, 1980 i.c. (he date of the judgment of 
the Sunreme Court from which date the order of the High 
Court under section 99 became effective ; 

Flow, therefore. I NEEI.AM SANJIVA REDDY, President 
of India, in exercise of The nowers conferred on me undeb 
sub-section (3) of section 8 A of the said Act do hereby 
decide that Ihe returned candidate should be disqualified for 
a period of two years from 21st July, 1980. 

Rashtrapatl Bhavan 

NEELAM SANJIVA REDDY 

New Delhi, 

PRESIDENT OF INDIA 

the 12 March, 1982. 


19^9 1981 h f r l n «, s T r ,’ 1 , nt . ed t0 shr > Toofani on 

lu,u- Coll^ ‘ :e, . Shin Tidal Prafap Singh, submitted 

fmmTO( 1 W -“lr ° U 5 d by of the High Court which 

found Shn Hira Ram Toofani guilty of commission of corrupt 

Pco‘l ! e e A?t dC 19M Cfl0 S l 2 l <4) ° f tf, i Re Prcsen(alinn of the 
if! ’ 951 ' But , poinled out that unfortunately 

the Supreme Court could not test those findings because the 
appeal filed by Shri Toofani whs dismissed for default in 
be!™ 111 ” lbe ’cquisifc security for cost, as Shri Toofani 
a , . man ,, of n P, could not arrange sufficient money 

fw c hc NnK d ^ p0slt ' H c stated that he was confident 

hat .f the Supreme Court, had decided the appeal on merits 
the decision of the High Court would have been reversed 
In -smuort of his submissions be invited the attention of 
r.ie riVmimisiion to certain observations and finding, of the 
High Court to show that the impugned porter* wm not 
exhibited and brought on record and the priting and publi¬ 
cation thereof at th e instance of Shri Toofani was" not proved. 
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He also submitted that the corrupt practice under section 
123(4) lay in making a statement of fact in relation to the 
peiSonal character or conduct of a rival candidate which the 
person making that statement either believed to be false or 
did not believe to be true. He contended that these essential 
ingredients of the corrupt practice had not been established 
in the High Court’s findings against Shri Toofani. He also 
submitted that statements made in the offending poster 
related mostly to the public conduct of the rival candidate 
and there was nothing in that poster to warrant the inferences 
relating to the personal character or conduct of the rival 
candidate concerned as were drawn by the High Court. 

Shri Udai Pratap Singh also submitted that Shri Toofani 
was only about 26 yeaifc of age when he contested the election 
under reference and that was his first,Experience of contesting 
an election. He submitted that Shri Toofani’s conduct other¬ 
wise hud been quite good and he won that election with 
a substantial majority. He also stated that Shri Toofani 
had contested the last general election to Bihar Legislative 
Assembly held in May-June, 1980 from the same constituency 
against the same rival candidate and lost that election by 
only about 830 votes. He urged that keeping in view the 
above submissions and the young age of Shn Toofani, the 
Commission might take a lenient view in the matter and not 
award to him the maximum period of disqualification and 
that the disqualification in his case for the period already 
undergone from the 21st July, 1980, i.e. the date on which 
the Supremo Court vacated its stay order, might be consi¬ 
dered sufficient in the interests of justice. 

I have considered and analysed carefully the submissions 
made by Shri Udai Pratap Singh. The findings of the High 
Court are final in so far as the Commission is concerned and 
it cannot sit in judgment over those findings. Nonetheless, 
the submissions made by Shri Udai Pratap Singh touching 
upon these findings cannot be said to be wholly irrelevant to 
the question referred to the Commission for its opinion. 


[Part II— Sec. 3(it)] 

,--g.- c- 

Hie Commission is to give its opinion whether on the finding* 
of the High Court Shri Toofani should be disqualified apdr, 
if so, for what period. The answer to this two-fold question 
tviU depend upon the gravity of the corrupt practice brought 
home to Shri Toofani in these findings. The reading of the 
objectionable portion of the offending poster! which has been 
reproduced above would show -that most of the statements 
made therein relate to the public conduct of the rival candi¬ 
date as Minister for Jails and the only allegation touching 
upon his personal character or conduct is the one relating to 
the conversion of his single storey house into a double 
storey house by him overnight. I do not feel that the state¬ 
ments made therein contained such scurrilous or scandalous 
material which ought to be viewed with utmost seriousness. 

As the High Court, however, has recorded the finding of 
guilt against Shri Toofani for) commission of a corrupt 
practice and as the corrupt practice proved against him is 
not of a technical nature, I am of the opinion that he should 
incur the disqualification. As regards the period of div 
qualification, I feel that Shri Toofani deserves a lenient treat¬ 
ment having ifegard to the submission made by Shri Udai 
Pratap Singh regarding his young age and inexperience in 
political field. I think a disqualification for a period of 
two years from the date on which the findings of the High 
Court became effective i.e. the 21st July. 1980 in the present 
case, would serve the ends of justice. 


I accordingly tender my opinion to the above effect to 
the President underl section 8A(3) of the Representation 
of the People Act, 1951. 

S. L. SHAKDHER, Chief Election Commissioner 

of India 

New Delhi 
September 26, 1981. 

[No. F. 7(33)/82-Leg. Ill 
R. V. S. PERI SASTRI, Secy. 
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